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THE WORD-JUGGLERS 
The word-jugglers, you may 
have noticed, are plying their 


devious trade again. Word- 
juggling - that is, using 
words with once clearly-un- 
derstood meanings to describe 
things or ideas or people with 
which such words have no re- 
lation - is an old communist 
trick. For instance, the word 
‘peace’ which to us means a 
world without war, to the 
communists means a world that 
knuckles under to Red demands 
and aims. The modern-day 
‘liberals’ in America have 
been very adept at copying 


this technique of word- juggl- 
ing. The communist purpose, 
of course, is to confuse us, 
propagandize us and keep us 
off balance. The ‘liberals,’ 
on the other hand, employ the 
technique now, we suspect, 
because they have no other 
answer to the growing disil- 
lusionment with their bankrupt 
ideas and methods. 

For example, Mr. Walter 
Lippmann, the columnist whose 
command of the English lan- 
guage is such that he is 
capable of convincing himself 
and some of his readers that 








a bear is apussycat and vice- 
versa, has evidently come 
down out of the ivory tower 
in which he usually operates, 
long enough to note a pheno- 
menon. It is the resurgence 
of conservative thought and 
activity in America - a need 
to return to sound American 
principles of individual free- 
dom as opposed to the Big-Gov- 
ernment notions of the ‘1li- 
berals.’ Noting the growing 
popularity of conservatism 
and being unwilling or unable 
to answer the logic of its 
pro-constitutionalism and 
anti-communism, he takes the 
easy way out and juggles some 
words. The word ‘ conservative’ 
is becoming not only popular 
but respectable. So Mr. Lipp- 
mann simply appropriates it 
and applies it, believe it 
or not, to Senator Fulbright 
of Arkansas — a man in favor 
of welfare-state measures, of 


THIRD ALTERNATIVE 
Another example of this 
word- juggling is seen in the 
great debate on what our for- 
eign policy should be in the 
face of the worldwide commun- 
ist conspiracy. The general ly 
‘liberal’ position — though 
there are individual ‘ liber- 
als’ who do not go along with 
it - is that it is possible 


bo 


continued handouts to commun- 
ist countries, of muzzling 
anti-communist military of- 
ficers and so on. This, how- 
ever, leaves true conserva- 
tives without a label, but 
Mr. Lippmann is ready with 
one — with several in fact. 
They are ‘right-wing radi- 
cals’ or ‘radical Right extre- 
mists’ or ‘reactionary radi- 
cals.’ These phrases are 
designed, of course, as sneers 
or smears in order to make 
conservatism seem not quite 
nice or bright. However, if 
Mr. Lippmannisn’t careful, he 
may get twisted up in his own 
word-contortions. What is the 
opposite of a ‘right-wing 
radical?’ It’s a ‘left-wing 
radical,’ and surely that 
describes the Reds. In any 
case, whenever you hear these 
phrases used, it might be wel] 
to take a close, hard look at 
who is using them — and why. 


to negotiate with Reds, that 
a few more concessions here 
and there to communist demands 
are better than running the 
risk of nuclear war. The gen- 
erally conservative position 
- and here again there may be 
individual conservatives who 
do not agree —is that in try- 
ing to negotiate with the 
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communists we play directly 
into their hands; that we give 
them, by heeding and fearing 
their boastful threats, one 
victory after another in the 
cold war; that our effort 
should be not to appease com- 
munism but to win out against 
it; and that the only lan- 
guage the Reds understand is 
the language and action of 
courage, strength, determin- 
ation and firmness. 

The ‘liberal’ word-jugglers 
have been at work here too. 
We are beginning to hear the 
conservative position describ- 
ed as ‘war-mongering.’ The 
communists, of course, have 
used the word for a long time 
to describe everything they 
do not like about Western 
policies. Mr. Lippmann did 


not come right out with the 
word ‘war-mongers’ to describe 
his newly labeled ‘right-wing 
radicals.’ But he said the 
same thing in ten times as 
many words by declaring that 
had conservative policies 
been followed we would be at 
war in three or four places 
around the world. Since no 
one in his senses wants nu- 
clear war, this is meant to 
scare people away from the 
conservative position. But as 
usual the ‘liberals’ twist 
the argument to suit their 
purposes. They say the al- 
ternatives are negotiation or 
war; if you are against nego- 
tiation, then you must be for 
war. This overlooks entirely 
the fact that Khrushchev has 
the most to fear from war - 
that without doubt it would 
mean the break-up of his com- 
munist empire. More important, 
it overlooks a third alterna- 
tive — the only one which has 
really worked for the West in 
the past. Anything we do on 
the international scene these 
days, including especially 
appeasing the Reds, can in- 
volve the risk of war. But 
whenever the West has shown 
an unalterable determination 
to stand firm and to back up 
that stand with whatever is 
necessary, the communists have 
backed down. The would-be 








negotiators and appeasers 
insist on ignoring this third 
alternative. Instead they try 


‘LIBERAL’ WORRIES 
Meantime, on the home front, 
the ‘liberals’ have good 
reason to be worried. If a 
trend which is appearing here 
and there should gather mo- 
mentum and grow, it could 
well mean the breakdown of 
their whole welfare-state 
bureaucracy. First, a few fi- 
gures to illustrate how this 
federal bureaucracy has grown 
as regards merely one small 
phase of it — the payment of 
federal funds to outright re- 
liefers. Back in 1937, when 
we were still actually in a 
depression, people on relief 
in programs which involved 
the national government got 
316 million dollars. Of this 
amount, 43 percent or 135 mil- 
lion dollars, came directly 
out of Washington. Last year, 
which by no stretch of the 
imagination .could be called a 
depression year, this outright 
relief bill amounted to more 
than three billion dollars, 
of which nearly two billion 
was handed out by the Washing- 
ton welfare bureaucracy. 
Well, as we said, things 
are happening here and there 
to send shivers down the 


to discredit its advocates 
with a smear word like 
“war-mongers.’ 


spines of the ‘liberal’ wel- 
fare-staters. There is, of 
course, the famous Newburgh 
example about which we have 
reported to you before. Com- 
munities around the country 
are taking heart from the 
Newburgh example. Macomb 
County in Michigan, for in- 
stance, has started a ‘work 
or else’ program for men re- 
liefers. A week after the 
program was announced, half 
of the county’s 650 eligible 
men had been put to work, some 
of them wielding sledgehammers 
on a demolition job. What’s 
more, contrary to sob-sister 
theories of welfare-staters, 
they likedit As oneman said: 
‘I’m proud to be part of it.’ 

Then there’s a little town 
in Utah called Delta, in Mil- 
lard County. Its people needed 
a hospital. They slowly col- 
lected part of the cost in 
donations and pledges. Then 
they looked into the possibi- 
lity of help from Washington. 
They discovered that building 
a hospital with the help of 
the fedetal bureaucrats would 
cost nearly twice as much as 
they figured. So a few weeks 
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ago they broke ground for 
their hospital with whatever 
money they had raised them- 
selves. The balance of the 
cost is being taken care of 
in donated labor to fulfill 
pledges—citizens of Delta and 
surrounding communities work- 
ing in relay-teams to supply 
themselves and their neighbors 
with a hospital built and 
paid for by themselves. 


Chamber of Commerce says the 
city will rebuild its own 
slums without federal inter- 
ference. ‘Why,’ it asks, 
‘should you,’ (meaning all 
taxpayers who pay tribute to 
the national government) ‘pay 
for our mistakes?’ Perhaps 
these and other multiplying 
examples partially explain 
why the modern ‘liberals’ 
must now resort to word- j uggl - 


In Indianapolis, Ind., the ing to defend their position. 
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WARNING ABOUT A BEST-SELLER 
by Eugene Lyons (author of “Our Secret Allies” and other 
books on communism; a senior editor of Reader’s Digest.) 


The thesis of A Nation of Sheep by William J.Lederer (Norton) 
is that the American people, their government, press, diplomats, 
agency personnel abroad are confused, inept, wasteful, stupid, 
and that these faults derive from ‘overwhelming national ignor- 
ance about the rest of the world.’ To meet this tragic condition 
Lederer offers remedies on both national and personal levels. 

On the national level, his major prescription is the training 
of a Permanent Corps of International Experts, in order eventu- 
ally to replace ‘our amateur officials with professionals.’ This 
makes sense — provided it is the right kind of training. But 
there is a remarkable omission which makes the whole proposal 
nonsensical. The experts-to-be wouldlearn languages, geography, 
social patterns, etc., of other countries. But there is not a 
single word about equipping them with knowledge of the nature 
of communism, nothing about techniques of infiltration and sub- 
version, propaganda and espionage. 

These ‘professionals’ thus would have a lot of knowledge but 
little understanding. They would be as helplessly unprepared in 
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meeting the communist challenge as the current crop of amateurs. 
There is in the book, indeed, only a scant and marginal recog- 
nition of that challenge, as if the activities he criticizes 
(often rightly) were ends in themselves, rather than means re- 
lated to the great historic struggle with communism. 

The same gap is found in Lederer’s suggestions on the per- 
sonal level. He tells Americans to insist on accurate informa- 
tion, the whole truth; to exert pressures on officialdom and 
newspapers. But nowhere, amazingly, does he tell them that the 
truth they must seek should include knowledge about communism, 
or that they should exert pressures for firm policies rather 
than futile appeasements. This blind spot on communism is evi- 
dent throughout the book. 

Communism and its global apparatus of misinformation, its 
infiltration of governments, nationalist movements, labor unions, 
schools, the press, etc., have played a sinister role in pro- 
moting the ignorance and apathy that alarm the author. Yet he 
chooses to ignore these factors. Anyone who wilfully ignores 
this element in the equation, or hasn’t heard of it, disquali- 
fies himself as an analyst of American failures in Asia — the 
area which is Lederer’s chief concern. His inventory of con- 
fusions and delusions simply omits those related to communism 
and its methods. He overlooks the kind of ignorance, in govern- 
ment and the press, which enabled Fidel Castro to pose as 
another social and agrarian reformer and diverted attention from 
his communist entourage. Neither does he note the kind of mis- 
information about communism which led to the surrender of East- 
ern Europe, Manchuria and other areas to Red slavery; the kind 
that have made us easy pushovers for slogans of ‘coexistence,’ 
summit meetings, Spirits of Yalta, Geneva or Camp David. 

The longest and most frantic chapter is an attack on Chiang 
Kai-shek and the Kuomintang: a collation of all the wild rumors, 
charges, half-truths and canards ever circulated by Chiang’s 
enemies and Mao Tse-tung’s friends. Its toneis that of an over- 
emotional man engaged in a personal vendetta. 

The implication is that, had Americans known about Chiang’s 
villainy, Washington would not have backed him and China would 
not have fallen to the communists. But what was it that we 
“weren’t’ told which Lederer now boldly tells us? It turns out 
to be a compendium of the very accusations that filled 90 per- 
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cent of all the books and articles published on China in the 
1940’s! They were the very propaganda distortions that induced 
Washington to deny Chiang adequate and unambiguous support and 
to insist that he take the communists into his fold. 

Has Lederer really never heard of the IPR, the Owen Lattimores, 
Edgar Snows, Agnes Smedleys, Harrison Formans, Philip Jaffes, 
etc. , whose views inundated our country and dominated the Ameri- 
can mind on all levels? After all, they imposed on us precise- 
ly the same image of the Kuomintang and its leader that he 
paints in this book. The fact that he can present the trite, 
endlessly reiterated indictment of Chiang as something new, 
something withheld from the American publicis plain bewildering. 

The fairy tales summed up in the ‘agrarian reformers’ label 
were exploited to the limit in the crucial years by the afore- 
mentioned writers, by the IPR, the American Communist Party and 
all its false-fronts. Acceptance of the cruel hoax of Mao Tse- 
tung’s ‘democratic China’ became the test and hallmark of a 
good ‘liberal’ in our country. 

To dismiss all this as lightly as Lederer does is frivolous 
and irresponsible. He must know that the ‘agrarian reformers’ 
stupidities were credited by U.S. policy-makers and became the 
rationale for disastrous decisions. No less frivolously, he 
dismisses the claim that ‘America’s failure to give Chiang suf- 
ficient military aid’ helped achieve his downfall. But it hap- 
pens to be true. Lederer owed it to himself and his readers 
to do more homework. 

Lederer is a dedicated American and doubtless thinks of his 
strangely lopsided little book as a patriotic act. Many of his 
strictures are valid. But his angers over waste and corruption 
seem to have blinded him to the essence of the communist menace. 
On the testimony of this book, in fact, one doubts whether he 
grasps the character of that menace. The result is that he is 
fanatic in belaboring Chiang and Syngman Rhee without making 
clear that Mao and Ho Chi-minh are infinitely worse. He assails 
the status quo in Formosa, bitterly and unfairly, though he 
knows that the alternative is its conquest by Red China. 

My guess is that Lederer himself is a typical victim of the 
confusions he attributes to all Americans. The fact that A 
Nation of Sheep has become a top best-seller notwithstanding 
may be clinching justification of its title. 
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THEORY AND FACT: USSR 
“Different scientific schools have had, and will have, the 
right to exist in our country. This fact...demolishes the 
view, widespread among scientists of the capitalist world, 
that...the officially approved schools of scientific thought 
limit creative freedom in Soviet science.” - D. Blokhintsev 
in the Russian paper Izvestia. 


“TI deeply resented the lack of freedom in the Soviet Union. 
But when I was ordered to stop all work on my pet project, I 
decided to leave for the West as soon as I had a chance.” 

- Soviet scientist Alexei Golub, on defecting to Holland 
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